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REMARKS 

AppUcant submits this Response in response to the Office Action mailed October 6. 2005. No 
amendments have been made. Claims 1-26 remain pending. 

AppUcant thanks the Examiner for the continued indication in paragraph 7 of the Office Action 
that claims 6-8 and 18-24 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. 

In paragraphs 3-4 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected claims 1 , 9, 14 and 25 under 
35 U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. PatentNo. 6,920.107 to Qureshi et al. 
C'Qureshi"). The Examiner has also rejected claims 2-5, 10-13, 15-17 and 26 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 as being unpatentable over Qu«shi in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2005/0050377 to 
Chan ct al. ("Chan"). Applicant traverses these rejections, based on the following remarks. ' 

The Examiner has asserted, in paragraph 4 of the Office Action, that Qm«»hi allegedly describes 
"a method of operating a communications network including a firewall comprising the steps of: 
monitoring delays associated with the closing of ports corresponding to communications sessions 
following the termination of said communications sessions as indicated by session control 
signals," andreferences col. 16, Unes29-41ofQureshi. (Office Action. p. 3.) Applicant 
respectflilly disagrees because the cited portion of Qureshi does not mention monitoring delays 
associated with the closing of ports. Qureshi actuaUy describes a system that deals with 
congestion management in packet-based call networks. (Qureshi. col. 2, lines 58-60.) One of 
the ways the system described in Qureshi detects call congestion is measurement of call quality 
information - packet loss, delay jitter per call, port utilization, buffer statistics and touting and 
topological information. (Id., col. 16, lines 22-45.) However, nowhere in tiie description of 
Qureshi is any discussion of the measurement of delays associated with the closing of ports 



1 A» remaikfi with res^t to ihe Ewnriner'* tejecticras aiB sufficient to oveicome Ihew rejections, 

aVoncTssion by Applicant that such assertiom are accuwB or suchrcq»«rcnients havebecn met. and Appucaai 
reserves tbc right to aaalyj* and dispute sach in the fbtnie. 



PA(£1V14'RCVDAT1MI2005 2:21:00 PM[EasteniSt^^ 



01/04/06 ffED 14:22 FAX 9727183946 VERIZON IP ^-.^ USPATENT-AMEND ©Oil 



„™spo«ltag to „n™«.ucaUa.=. «=»io.« foBowu-g *» t«mta«io„ of «mmum«.ti<« 



sessions. 



The Examiner has relied upon Chan to allegedly show "commxmicating said alert signal to a 
security management system; and operating said security management system to initiate at least 
one security operation in response to the alert signal." (Office Action, p. 4.) Applicant notes 
that the cited description does not discuss anything related to a port closing (or opemng) deUx 
exceeding a preselected threshold. The system desbribed in Chan implements a system that 
detects network events and determines if a "brink of failure" condition exists. (Chan. 1 [0029].) 
Chan does not. however, describe measurement of delay associated with the opening or closmg 
of ports, or generating alerts when the port opening/closing delay exceeds a threshold value. 

In oonlrast to Qureshi and Chan, claim 1 recites a inethod that includes: 

monitoring delays associated with the closing of ports corresponding to 
communications sessions following the terininalion of said conunumcations 
sessions as indicated by session control signals; and 

generating an alert signal when a monitored closing delay exceeds a 
preselected threshold. 

Taken either individually or in combination. Quielhi and/or Chan do not teach or suggest the 
elements of claim 1. For example, there is no description in Qureshi or Chan of the monitoring 
of any delays associated with the closing of porta corresponding to communications sessions, or 
the generation of an alert signal when a monitored closing delay exceeds a threshold. The 
absence of these claim elements from claim 1 indicates that daim lis patentable over Qureshi 
and/or Chan, and Applicant respectfully requests fhat the Examiner withdraw the rtgection of 
claim 1. Furthermore, as claims 2-5 each depend from claim 1, and therefore mdude all of the 
liniitations of claim 1, claims 2-5 are patentable oyer Qureshi and/or Chan for at least the same 
reasons given forpatentability of claim 1.' AppUcant therefore respectfully requests that the 
Examiner withdraw \be rejections of claims 2-5 a? well. 



i A« A™>Hc»nt'9 remarks with respect to lie base iadepmi&tA claims are sttfflciBiit to overcome the Exanriner-s 
le^rves flie light to analyze and dispttie such assertions in Ae finure. 
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Also in contrast to Qureshi and Chan, claim 9 recites a method that includes: 

monitoring delays associated with the opening of ports conresponding to 
communications sessions being initiated through the use of session control 

''^^ g^trating an alert signal when a monitored opening delay exceeds a 
preselected threshold. 

As was the case for claim 1. Qureshi and/or Chan, taken individuaUy or in combination, neither 
teach nor suggest the elements of claim 9. For example, there is no description in Qureshi or 
Chan of the monitoring of any delays associated with the opening of ports corresponding to 
communications sessions, or the generation of an alert signal when a monitored opening delay 
exceeds a threshold. The absence of these claim elements fiom claim 9 indicates that claim 9 is 
patentable over Qureshi and/or Chan, and Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
withdraw the redection of claim 9. Furthermore, as claims 10-13 each dBpends ftom claim 9, and 
therefore mcludes all of the Hmitations of claim 9, claims 10^13 are patentable over Qureshi 
and/or Chan for at least the same reasons given for patentability of claim 9. AppUcant therefore 
respectfiilly requests that the Examiner vnthdraw the rejections of claims 10-13 as well. 

Also in contrast to Qureshi and Chan, claim 14 recites a system that mcludes: 

a firewall system responsive to session signals to open and close ports in 
response to the establishment and termination of communications sessions, 

'^^'^^means for monitoring said firewall to detect a port closing delay following 
a signal to terminate a communications session; and 

an alarm generation device for generating an alarm when the port closing 
delay is determined to exceed a preselected threshold. 

Taken either individually or in combination. Qureshi and/or Chan neitiier teach nor suggest the 
system recited by claim 14. For example, neither Qureshi nor Chan teach or suggest any means 
for monitoring a firewall to detect a port closing delay following a signal to terminate a 
communications se$sion. or an alarm generation device for generating an alarm when the port 
closing delay is determined to exceed a preselected threshold. The absence of these elements of 
claim 14 indicates that claim 14 is patentable over Qureshi and/or Chan, and AppUcant 
respectfiilly requests tiiat the Examiner withdraw the rejection of claim 14. As claims 1 5-17 and 
26 depend from claim 14. and therefore include aU of the limitations of claim 14. claims 15-17 
and 26 are patentable over Qureshi and/or Chan for at least the same reasons given for 
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patentabUity of claim 14, and Applicant respectfully rec^uests that the Examiner withdraw the 
rejections of claim 15-17 and 26 as well. i 

Also in contrast to Qureshi and Chan, claim 25 recites a system that includes: 

a firewall system responsive to session signals to open and dose porte in 
response to the estabUshment and termination of communications sessions, 

respecuvely.^ for monitoring said firewall to d^ect a port opening delay 
ftillowina a signal to establish a communications session; and 
^ Z al^ generation device for gencratiiig an alarm when the port opemng 
delay is determined to exceed a preselected threshold. 

Taken either individually or in combination. Qureshi aid/or Chan neither teach nor suggest the 
system recited by claim 25. For example, neither Qun^hi nor Chan teach or suggest any means 
for monitoring a firewall to detect a port opemng de W following a signal to establish a 
communications session, or an alarm generation devic^ for generating an alann when the port 
opening delay is determined to exceed a preselected threshold. The absem:e of these elements of 
claim 25 in any or all of these references indicates that claim 25 is patentable over Qureshi ^ 
and/or Chan, and Applicant lespectfUUy requests that <he Examiner withdraw Uie rejection of W 
claim 25. ^. 
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in view of the foregoing. Applicant respectfully subnutk that the pending claims are in condition 
for allowance. Reconsideration and aUowance are resp.bctfully requested. Accorfingly, 
AppUcant requests that the Examiner pass this; ^Ucation to issue. If there are any outstanding 
issues which need to be resolved to place the appUcatif in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is invited to contact AppUcanfs undersigne,! representative by phone at the number 
indicated below to discuss such issues. To the extent riecessaiy, a petition for extension of tune 
under 37 C J.R. § 1 • 1 36 is hereby made, the ^e for wljich should be charged to deposit account 
number 07-2347. With respect to this application, please charge any other necessary fees and 
credit any oveipayment to that account 



Respectfully submitted. 



January 4> 2006 




Verizon Corporate Services Group Inc. 
600 Hidden Ridge Drive 
Mail Code: HQE03H14 
Irving, Texas 75038 
(972) 718-4800 
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